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0 
O R D E R  

On May 31, 1984, the testimony and exhibits of the 

telephone companies with regard to their proposed access chargee 

were offered and cross-examination thereon was conducted. In an 

effort t o  expedite the proceeding and to avoid requiring a second 

day of cross-examination, a number of questions w e r e  omitted on 

the basis that they would be requested in written form at a later 

date. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that telephone companies having 

average based toll settlements1 shall file an original and 15 

ALLTEL Kentucky, fnc. 
Ballard Rural Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc. 
Brandenburg Telephone Company 
Duo County Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc. 
Foothills Rural Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc. 
Harold Telephone Company, Inc. 
Highland Telephone Cooperative, Inc. 
Leslie County Telephone Company, Inc. 
Lewisport Telephone Company, Snc. 
Logan Telephone Cooperative, Inc. 
Mountain Rural Telephonc Cooperative Corporation, Inc. 
North Central Telephone Cooperative, Inc. 
Peoples Rural Telephone Cooperaive Corporation, Inc. 
Salem Telephone Company 
South Central Rural Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc. 
Thacker-Grigsby Telephone Company, Inc. 
Uniontown Telephone Company, Inc. 
W e s t  Kentucky Rural Telephone Cooperative Corporation, Inc. 



! copies of the f o l l o w i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  Commission n o t  l a t e r  

t h a n  10 days after t h e  date of t h i s  O r d e r .  Each c o p y  of t h e  data 

r e q u e s t e d  s h o u l d  be placed i n  a bound volume w i t h  each i t e m  

tabbed. When a number of sheets are r e q u i r e d  for  a n  i t e m ,  each 

sheet s h o u l d  be appropriately i n d e x e d ,  f o r  e x a m p l e  I t e m  1 ( a ) ,  

Sheet  2 of 6 .  I n c l u d e  w i t h  e a c h  response t h e  name of t h e  witness 

who will be responsible for r e s p o n d i n g  to q u e s t i o n s  r e l a t i n g  t o  

t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d .  C a r e f u l  a t t e n t i o n  s h o u l d  be g i v e n  t o  

copied mater ia l  to i n s u r e  t h a t  it is l e g i b l e .  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED t h a t  a n y  company n o t  able  t o  r e s p o n d  

to t h e  questions in the allotted t i m e  s h a l l  f i l e  a Mot ion  for an 

e x t e n s i o n  of t i m e  i n c l u d i n g  a n  e x p l a n a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  Commission 

prior to t h e  d u e  da t e .  S i n c e  f u r t h e r  c r o s s - e x a m i n a t i o n  Fs to 

commence July 31, 1984. any e x t e n s i o n s  of t i m e  w i l l  of neceaaity 

be l i m i t e d .  

1. If the Commission s h o u l d  decide to require “bill a n d  

keep. of a l l  access charges ( i n t r a  & i n t e r l a t a )  w o u l d  you  be 

c a p a b l e  of p e r f o r m i n g  t h i s  f u n c t i o n  o n  y o u r  own? 

2. Do you h a v e  a n y  studies, est imates ,  e tc .  t h a t  show what  

y o u r  i n t e r s t a t e  and i n t r a s t a t e  access costs are? 

a. If yes. can you break i n t r a s t a t e  down to inter and 

in t ra la  ta? 

be If no, how e x p e n s l v e  w o u l d  i t  be to make t h e s e  

d e t e r m i n a t i o n s ?  Do you h a v e  plans to make t h e s e  s t u d i e s ?  I f  so1 

when and when will they be completed? 

C.  How ( a s s u m i n g  you c a n  break down cos t )  do the NECA 

i n t e r s t a t e  access c h a r g e s  a l so  a d o p t e d  for i n t r a s t a t e  acceas 

compare  to your own specific costs? 
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d. A r e  you  u n d e r  or over o n  p o t e n t i a l  recovery? 

( w i t h o u t  a n y  make-whole p r o v i s i o n s ) ?  

3. What is y o u r  o p i n i o n  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  I n t e r i m  Access 

C h a r g e  p l a n  c u r r e n t l y  i n  effect?  Have y o u  e x p e r i e n c e d  u n u s u a l  

d i f f i c u l t i e s ?  

4 .  Assuming you favor some sor t  of revenue  p o o l i n g ,  are 

you sa t i s f ied  w i t h  SCB admin ia t e r ing  t h e  pool? A r e  the costs of 

a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  f a i r  and  r e a s o n a b l e ?  Would you favor a n  

i n d e p e n d e n t  pool w i t h  more r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  from you?  

5 .  What is y o u r  p o s i t i o n  w i t h  regard t o  m i r r o r i n g  t h e  

FCC's access c h a r g e  p l a n  w i t h o u t  t h e  e n d - u s e r  on r e s i d e n t i a l  a n d  

s i n g l e  l i n e  b u s i n e s s ?  D o  you  t h i n k  t h i s  is workable? 

6 .  Is i t  correct t h a t  you do n o t  favor  e n d - u s e r  charges o n  

res ident ia l  a n d  s ing le - l ine  business? Is t h i s  j u s t  a s h o r t - t e r m  

p o s i t i o n  or is i t  y o u r  p o s i t i o n  t h e s e  s h o u l d  n e v e r  be e f f e c t i v e ?  

Why? 

7 .  What is y o u r  o p i n i o n  w i t h  regard to e n d - u s e r  c h a r g e s  o n  

m u l t i l i n e  customers? Do you expect (and  corroborate w i t h  any 

s t u d i e s ,  d i s c u s s i o n s ,  etc.) drop-off of t h e s e  customers as a 

r e s u l t  of e n d - u s e r  charges? 

Done a t  F r a n k f o r t ,  Ken tucky ,  t h i s 1 3 t h  day of July, 1984.  

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

ATTESTt 

Secretary 

&%=La. /- 
or t h e  Commission 


